Once upon a time, logical empiricism, or logical positivism, was buried under its (allegedly) defeated, dogmatic, intellectualist and abstract-technical package of problems and paradoxes. As a prominent member of the movement, after his death in 1945, Otto Neurath was regarded also as a bad guy, a narrow-minded logical positivist. He was attacked from various angles already: in the early-and mid-1940s, the New York philosopher, Horace Kallen eagerly insisted that Neurath was a(n at least pink) fellow-traveler and his ideal of social and economic planning was not compatible with the democratic, liberal, and anti-communist era of the (Cold War) United States. But Neurath had problems also with his Vienna Circle friends: Moritz Schlick and Carl G. Hempel claimed that his style was commercial-like, ambiguous, lacking solid and precise argumentations; he fell out with Rudolf Carnap over semantics and probability, furthermore disliked Friedrich Waismann's and Herbert Feigl's uncritical attraction towards Ludwig Wittgenstein. It was no accident that Neurath's usual signature at the end of his letters was a huge and clumsy elephant.
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Nonetheless (thanks to the works of Rudolf Haller, Friedrich Stadler, Thomas Uebel and others), Neurath's exegetically reconstructed ideas and personal context played an important role in rehabilitating logical empiricism in the last two decades. Though during this process he was remembered in the philosophical community, but he was more than an academically inclined philosopher. And this is not just due to the fact that Neurath's theoretical inquiries and writings arose from such specific practical interests and social Neurath's method and approach, while often without his name and in different contexts, remained inevitable in the twenty-first century too: we are faced with almost the same characters and pictograms everywhere in our social era. These symbols convey and 225 transform to us the relevant and important information at the railway and bus stations, at hospitals, in the media, on the road signs, and the list could be continued. This huge and in the literature highly underappreciated achievement of Neurath is the subject of Groß's book: at the end, the reader shall be satisfied since we got a detailed treatise on Neurath's lifework.
After a summarizing introductory chapter that sets the tone for the later investigations, in the second chapter Groß turns to the manifesto of the Circle: "The Scientific World- ("Gesellschafts-und Wirtschaftsmuseum in Wien") established in 1925, which was, in many respects, a forerunner to the pictorial education ideal (though the projects roots are going back to the First World War and to Neurath's war museums), we got to know Neurath's ideal of "Utopie" and the exact meaning of "humanismus" in an age of disaster. The two most important notions of the chapter are "enlightenment" ["Aufklärung"] and "Bildung", which could be rendered into English in many ways, the most often used versions being "personal development" and "self-cultivation". Neurath was quite determined to educate masses and to help people in shaping their own character via reliable scientific methods.
While no one shall be excluded from the domain of knowledge and education, one social class seems to be positively discriminated: working class. In the section about "aufklärischen Arbeiterbildung" (p. 52.), Groß reconstructs Neurath's ideas about how and why the working class supposed to be the holder of metaphysics-free knowledge and practices. "It is the working class that builds up that social stratum," summarizies Groß (p. 54.) the ideas of Neurath, "which has been so far excluded from the scientific Bildung and social constructions, but that shall not remain so." [The Colorful World, 1929] , Gesellschaft und Wirtschaft [Society and Economy, 1930] , Technik und Menschheit [Technology and Mankind, 1932] , Die Gesundheitserziehung [The Health Education, mid-1930s] , and Modern man in the making [1939] .
Though Neurath did not have a detailed and comprehensive theoretical background and theory of pictures and education, certain regularities, and principles that had a constitutive force (p. 234.) regarding the evolving character of the ISOTYPE could be detected. Groß collected many of them in Chapter 4, providing the implicit conceptual background of Neurath's longstanding method.
